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Before: GRABER, GOULD, and BEA, Circuit Judges.

Aliti Gaunavou Cagica, a native and citizen of Fiji, petitions for review of

the Board of Immigration Appeals’ order dismissing her appeal from an

immigration judge’s decision denying her application for asylum and withholding
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of removal.  We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review for

substantial evidence and will uphold the agency’s decision unless the evidence

compels a contrary result.  INS v. Elias-Zacarias, 502 U.S. 478, 481 n.1 (1992). 

We deny the petition for review.

The record does not compel the conclusion that extraordinary circumstances

excused Cagica’s untimely filing of her asylum application.  See 8 C.F.R.

§ 1208.4(a)(5).  Accordingly, Cagica’s asylum claim fails.

Substantial evidence supports the agency’s determination that Cagica’s

experiences in Fiji, including the government investigation, humiliation, job

transfer, and single threat, did not rise to the level of persecution.  See Hoxha v.

Ashcroft, 319 F.3d 1179, 1182 (9th Cir. 2003).  The record also does not compel

the conclusion that Cagica faces a clear probability of future persecution.  See

Prasad v. INS, 47 F.3d 336, 340 (9th Cir. 1995).  Therefore, Cagica’s withholding

of removal claim fails.

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


